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As touching the labors of Robertson, Zimmern, Jensen, they need 
not be valueless. As the planet speeds sweeping round the sun it gathers 
up showers of meteoric masses, the dust of shattered worlds, and imbeds 
them in its own crust. So, too, as the great idea of the Jesus, the 
healing, saving, demon-expelling God, circled round through the circum- 
Mediterranean consciousness, it could hardly fail to attract and attach 
to itself many wandering fragments of dismembered faiths, and the 
identification of these may well engage the attention of the orientalist 
and the comparative philologist; but the nucleus and central mass of 
the "new doctrine" would seem to lie nearer home and need not be sought 
for on the banks of the Ganges or the Nile, in the Gilgamesh Epos or 
in the Inscriptions of Crete. 

WILLIAM BENJAMIN SMITH 
TULANE UNIVERSITY OF LOUISIANA 

NEW ORLEANS, LA. 

JESUS' HISTORICITY: A STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

The preceding note on the Pre-Christian Jesus, so kindly furnished 
by Professor W. B. Smith, seems to demand a further word. His 
optimism regarding his own view is perhaps natural, but it may not 
be out of place here to state briefly our reasons for not sharing this 
confidence and to indicate some of the crucial phases of the general 
problem. These seem to require a much more thoroughgoing treatment 
than has yet been given them, if a theory of Jesus' non-historicity is 
to receive recognition as a possible hypothesis-to say nothing of regard- 
ing it as an established conclusion. 

Giving attention to some minor matters in passing, Professor Smith's 
complaint that he has been accused unjustly of dependence upon Bauer 
and Kalthoff rests on an erroneous understanding of the passage he 
quotes. Instead of supplying parenthetically "of Bauer and Kalthoff" 
he should have supplied "of the rise of the new religion," as referred to 
in the previous paragraph of the article in question. In citing "the 
ablest critics (as Clemen)" as witnesses to the strength of the argument 
of Der vorchristliche Jesus, it might have been well to give the whole 
of Clemen's sentence: "In the most various departments of science 
it happens from time to time that assertions are put forth which at once 
strike the experts in the science as untenable, and yet cannot easily 
be shown to be so." Is this difficulty credited to the strength of the 
argument or to its intangible quality ? Seemingly to the latter, for 
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Clemen concludes: "Professor Smith has devoted extraordinary dili- 
gence and keenness to a lost cause; he must acquire a sense for the natural 
and the simple before he can enjoy historical knowledge of the begin- 
nings of our religion."' And is it quite fair to Schmiedel to leave the 
impression that he approves of the presentation in Der vorchristliche 
Jesus as a "proper scientific procedure" or a "compact argument"? 
A few lines earlier in the paragraph from which Professor Smith cites, 
Schmiedel said: "Schon die theologischen Kenntnisse dieses Mathe- 
matikers stehen keineswegs jedem Theologen, auch nicht jedem streng 
wissenschaftlich arbeitenden, zu Gebote." And later: "Lebhaft zu 
bedauern ist, dass das Buch noch nichts Vollstandiges bietet." That 
Schmiedel is willing to treat the subject with unbiased judgment would 
be presupposed from the fact that he consents with a Vorwort to start 
the book in question on its way, hence the significance of his closing 
words: "Wenn ich, wie vorauszusehen, mich friiher oder spater iUber 
die Aufstellungen von Professor Smith naher aussprechen muss und 
dabei seine Resultate in allen Hauptpunkten bekidmpfen werde [we take the 
liberty of italicizing], so tut dies meiner Wertschitzung seiner anregenden 
und in der beschriebenen Weise fardernden Arbeit keinen Eintrag."2 

Yet we would not lay undue stress upon the fact that Professor 
Smith's results, as indeed the results of all those who have thus far 
denied the historicity of Jesus, are widely rejected by the specialists in 
the field of early Christian history. It is rather the character of the 
negative arguments themselves than their failure to win adherents that 
seems to discredit them. For instance, the existence of a pre-Christian 
Jesus-cult is made to rest upon a few isolated data whose chief argumen- 
tative value appears to lie in the fact that, in their present context, they 
are obscure and consequently lend themselves readily to liberal hypothe- 
sizing. So it is with i 

,rept 
Tos 'i~roT (Acts 18:25), with Epiphanius' 

reference to Natapztot and NaapapoL, with the date of the Naassene 
hymn and the Paris papyrus in which Jesus' name is found, and with 
the alleged non-existence of Nazareth as a place-name in early times. 
These main evidences for a pre-Christian Jesus-cult are all obscure 
either as to meaning or date; one may make surmises on this basis 
confident that a critic cannot produce any stironger evidence for the 
contrary opinion. An argument built upon such data, just because of 
the intangible character of its premises, cannot easily be submitted to 
detailed scientific criticism. 

' American Journal of Theology, April, 190o7, pp. 327-30. 

2 Der vorchristliche Jesus, ix-xi. 
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Another serious defect of the general procedure is the way in which 
the great bulk of testimony for the origin of Christianity is set aside 
in favor of a hypothetical reconstruction based upon obscure and isolated 
points. This results, of course, in a promiscuous forcing of all data into 
line with a hypothesis-and who ever failed, at least in his own opinion, 
in an effort of this kind when once he committed himself to the defense 
of a hypothesis! So it has happened that no advocate of the negative 
position, at least none since Bauer, has concerned himself primarily 
and comprehensively with the principal data in the field-showing, 
for example, that the letters of Paul or the primitive gospel tradition is 
wholly spurious. A theory of Christianity's origin has been foisted 
upon our attention before the way has been cleared for it in a field 
already occupied. 

We venture to suggest that the fundamental problem beneath this 
whole controversy is Jesus' meaning for modern religion. A Christol- 
ogy which holds that Jesus is a supernatural being will find the origin 
of the new religion to be supernatural. Others do not believe Jesus to 
have been a supernatural person, and accordingly they propose to con- 
struct a new Christology from the raw materials brought to light by 
modern critical study of his life and teaching. Yet others find the 
connection between the historical Jesus and modern religion so unim- 
portant that they eschew all christological speculation and treat Jesus 
as merely one of the phenomena-more or less significant-in the history 
of our religion. An extreme form of this last position eliminates Jesus 
not only from theology but also from history; but since a very primi- 
tive faith in Jesus cannot conceivably be eliminated, it must be made 
fictitious in origin-originating a century or so before our era and mainly 
on Jewish soil (so Smith, Drews, et al.), or else arising toward the close 
of the first century A.D. and on Roman soil (so Bauer, Kalthoff). We 
sometimes hear the slogan, "Make this a purely historical issue," but 
the historian as such does not find any occasion to raise the issue; and 
those who raise it can hardly be said to have been forced to the question 
from the historical side. In fact Drews admits outright that his interest 
is not such: "In Wahrheit ist die 'Christusmythe' gerade im Interesse 
der Religion verfasst worden, aus der Ueberzeugung heraus, dass deren 
bisherige Formen den Heutigen nicht mehr geniigen, dass besonders 
der Jesuanismus der historischen Theologie im tiefsten Grunde irreligias 
ist und dieser selbst das grisste Hindernis alles wahrhaft religiisen 
Fortschritts darstellt" (Christusmythe, xi; cf. also W. B. Smith, Der 
vorchristliche Jesus, Io4). The vital problem, then, is not the meaning 
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of isolated phrases, or word-derivations, in proof of a pre-Christian 
Jesus-cult, but the question of the content of the religious life of primi- 
tive Christians as related to a historical individual whom they came to 
reverence very highly. Not the Jesus of doctrine and ritual but the 
Jesus of actual life must be regarded as the founder of Christianity, 
and if he were not a historical person we must find a personal substitute 
for him in the early age.3 

SHIRLEY JACKSON CASE 
THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 

3 For further remarks on Jesus' personal influence in the founding of Christianity 
see above, pp. 266 f. 

THE TORONTO GOSPELS 

There is in the library of the University of Toronto a Greek manu- 
script of the four gospels, written on parchment in a minute cursive 
hand. The manuscript was written probably in the late eleventh or 
early twelfth century, and is of especial interest from the fact that 
it does not appear in any of the published lists of gospel cursives, either 
Gregory's, von Soden's, or Scrivener's, and its existence seems to have 
been quite unknown hitherto to the workers in the textual field. Nine 
gospel cursives are known to exist in America, and of these only two 
are complete in the original hand. A tenth, the Codex Torontonensis, 
as its former owner named it, must now be added to the list, and take its 
place among the known and registered manuscripts of the Greek gospels. 

The Codex Torontonensis was exhibited with printed Bibles and 
manuscript facsimiles in an exhibition held at Toronto in connection with 
the Tercentenary of the King James Version, under the auspices of the 
Upper Canada Bible Society, February 13-25, 1911. Through the 
courtesy of my friend Ernest W. Parsons, a printed catalog of this exhibi- 
tion reached me, and an effort was immediately made to gain an oppor- 
tunity to examine the manuscript. At the request of Professor Burton, 
Director of the Libraries of the University, President Falconer and 
Librarian Langton, with great courtesy, promptly forwarded the manu- 
script to Chicago for full examination. Some results of that examina- 
tion are here presented. 

The manuscript formerly belonged to a well-known clergyman and 
writer of Toronto, the late Rev. Canon Henry Scadding, who, at his 
death in 19o01, left his library to the University of Toronto. It appears 
from inquiries very kindly undertaken by Mr. Parsons and Professor 
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